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10/551.425 
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Examiner 



Art Unit 



Constantine Hannaher 



2884 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative. PTO personnel): 



(11 Constantine Hannaher . 



(3). 



(2) Lynn Schwennina (Reg. No. 37,233) . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 10 April 2007 . 

Type: 3)0 Telephonic b)n Video Conference 

c)S Personal [copy given to: !)□ applicant 2)^ applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes e)l3 No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1-12 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Beratan at al. f5638599A) . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)S was reached. g)n was not reached. h)n N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 

reached, or any other comments: The proposed amendment presented by Applicant's representative reaardinp 
contact with the membrane "by a limited number of bearing points" is considered to distinguish over the film 64 in the 
applied reference. A guestion regarding the further limitation of claim 10 is resolved by Fig. 7 which shows porous pad 
10 with single bearing point 5. A housekeeping amendment to the specification regarding the title is expected . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed. APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet 



Examiner Note: You must sign this fomn unless It is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




Examiner's signature, if required 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 



Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An Interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1.11 1 , 1 .135. (35 U.S.C. 132) 

37 CFR §1.2 Busiriess to be transacted in writing. 
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record In the Office. No attention will be paid to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner's responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each Interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 
requirements for which interview recordation is othenwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required. 

The Interview Summary Fomn shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 
circumstances dictate, the Fomi should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following infomnation: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) . 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of particlpant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Fomn is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Fomn will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview 
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted. 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Fomn completed by the Examiner, • 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 
the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, "Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 
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1 

Facsimile Transmission Cover Sheet 


To: Examiner Costantine Haimaher 




571.273.2437 




From: Lynn Schwennmg 




Your Ref.: 10/55 1,425 Our Ref.: 125487 





Number of Pages Sent (Including cover sheet): ^ 
Prepared By: ^ 



Comments; i 




Dear Examiner Harttiaher, 




Enclosed are a completed Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form and a set of proposed claims for 
discussion during the interview scheduled for Tuesday, April 10, 2007. Please contact me at 
703.838.9736 if you have any questions or concerns before the interview. 


Thank you, 




Lynn Schwcnning 




Sent Bv: C^J^ « • 



This facsimile is intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above and mi y contain 
privileged or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient, or the emplo/ee or agent 
responsible to deliver it to the intended recipient, you are notified that an^^ review, dissen?ination, 
distribution or copying of this facsimile is prohibited. If you have received this facsimile in error, please 
immediately notify us by facsimile or telephone, and return the facsimile to us by mail at the above 
address. 
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Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



Application No.: 10/551.425 
Examiner: C. 

HANNAHER 



First Named Applicant: Jean- Jacques YON 



An Unit: 2884 



Status jof Application: 



Tentative Participants: 
(1) C. Hannahcr 



(3) 



(2) L. Schwennine 
(4) 



Proposed Date of Interview; April 1 0, 2007 
Type of Interview Requested: 



(1) □ TelephoniG 



(2) IS Personal 



£xbibit To Be Shown or Demonstrated: Q YES 
If yes, provide brief description: 



Proposed Time: 



(3) en Video Conference 



10 



(AM/FMi 



Issues To Be Discussed 



Issues 

(Rej., Obj., etc) 

(1) Rej 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 



Claims/ 

Fig. #5 

1 and 10 



Prior 
Art 

Betatan 



Discussed 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 



Agreed 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 



Not Agreed 

n 
□ 
□ 
□ 



Q Continuation Sbeet Attached 

Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented! 

Beratan does not teach or suggest a support means in contact with a membrane by a limited nutolier of bearing 
points. ] 



An interview was conducted on the above-identified application on 



NOTE ! 

This form should be completed by appUcant and submitted to the examiner in advance of the interview (see MPEP § 713.01). 

ThUt application win not be delayed from issue because of appUcant's faUurc co submit a written recoE*d of this interview. 
Tberefore^ppllcant is adylsc^to ^e a statement of substance of this interview (37 CF^/I)133(b) as soon as possible. 



(ApplicawApplicanfs Representative Signature) 




(Examiner/SF£ Signature) 
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PATENT APPLICATION 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICli 
In re the Application of 

Jean-Jacques YON etal. Group Art Unit: 2884 

Application No.: 10/551,425 Examiner: C-HANNAHER 

Filed: October 3, 2005 Docket No.: 125487 



For: THERI^IAL ELECTROMAGNETIC RADIATION DETe|cTOR WITH ALVEOLATE 
STRUCTURE 



Proposed Amended Claims. : 

1. (Currently Amended) JWhbI -A thermal electromagnetic radiation detector 
comprising an absorbent membrane fixed in suspension onto a front face of a snjstrate, in a 
direction substantially parallel to the substrate, by support means thermally insu:ating the 
membrane from the substrate, dotcctor charoctcrizod in that w herein the support means 
comprisesc empase at least one alveolate structure arranged substUtially perpendicularly to 
the front face of the substrate and to the plane of the membrane and in contftgt >^-ith the 
membrane bv a lunited number of bearing points. 
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2. (Currently Amended) A thermal electromagnetic '- raLiation detectcr 
rnm prising an ab^nrhent membraTift fixed in suspension onto 3 front fa oe of a snbniate, m a 
Hir«>.ttnn substantially narallel to t ^^- snh«trate. bv support means tlermally insuU ting tiie 
mftmhrane from tbe snhstrate. wh p rrin the suooort means comprises at Ic^^ one jOveolate 
structure arranged .cnbstantiallv pe r p^Tiriir.iilarlv to the front face of the substrate iind to th^ 
plane of the m^bratie. wherein D ut c cl or aocording to claim 1, oharoctongod ir lhat - t he 
alveolate structure is arranged between the absorbent membrane and the 5ubstrat.J, along one 

edge of the absorbent membrane. 

3. (rnrrrntly Am°n'*'>^> ^ ♦>''-^?1 ftlectromag;"?i'- rjHii.tinndetectiir comprising 
^h.nrhentmembri>'^^ i" .susne n^inT, n^tn a front face of aisubstrate, in. a direction 
.,.H.t^T,ria11v parall el tn the substrate suimort means thprmally'insiilatinR the membrane 
frniin the substrata, wherein the s' T P^^ "^^^ns comnrises at least one alveolate structu re 
.r^n f.^ ,„h.tantiallv r '^ T^'^'^-"1^^'vto the front face of the substrate and to ths plane of the 
membrane, e et ttto i aooording to cl a im 1. ci h inrtrri^ofl in t hi t ^ i ^ririn t he sup)iort means 
comErisesGeisprise at least one am fixedly secured to tiie absorbent membrana each 
alveolate structure being respectively arranged between tiie conresponding arm said flie 
substrate. 

4. (Cujrentiy Amended) PetesteF -The detector according to claim 3, 
charoctcrizod in that-whergin tiie alveolate structure is in contact .with an arm by a single 
bearing point. 

5. (Currently Amended) A thermal ele ctromagnetic radiation detet;tor 
rom prising an ahsorhent membrane fixed in su. spension onto a ft pnt face of a substrate, in a 
Hirertion substantiallv parallel t n the substrate, bv siinnort mean^i thermally ins ilating the 
mftmhrane from the substrate, wherein tiie suppo rt m ea n s comp nses at le^t one alveolate 
«tr..r.ftire air^ged substantiallv p emendicularlv to the front face of the s\}b^^f» ? and tp tlie 

-2- I 

I 
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plane of the membra]ie._B et e ctQr acoording to oloim 1, ohoractoriEoA in that w fagES HLthe 
alveolate structure is formed by a wall presenting a plurality of transverse apertures. 

6. (Currently /unended) Pot e otor T he detector a ccording to claim 5, 
ehoract e riz e d in that w herein t he wall comprises a plurality of superposed thin lay si's 
separated by spacers. 

I 

7. (Currently Amended) Det e ctor T he detector accordii^g to claim 6. 
chnrnctan^Qd in that wherein t he spacers are formed by partitions perpendicular tc the 
substrate. 

8. (Currently Amended) Potootor T he detector according to claim 6, 
ohoracterizod in that whereiiLthe spacers are formed by hollow cylinders arranged 
perpendicularly to the substrate. 

9. (Currently Amended) DotQcter - T he detector according to claim 5, 
r>inrnntnri7Qri in that wherein t he wall comprises at least two supeqiosed rows of iircades 
formed by thin layers, a first row of arcades being arranged on the front face of The substrate, 
an arcade of another row bemg arranged on the top parts of two adjacent arcades )f a lower 

10. (Currently Amended) DctDctor T he detector according to claim I, 

i 

rhnrfifttorinGd in that wherein t he alveolate structure comprises a porous pad. 

1 1 . (New) The detector according to claim 1 , wherein the alveolate si ructure is in 
contact with the membrane by a single bearing point. 

12. (New) The detector according to claim 1, wherein the alveolate structure is in 
contact with the membrane by three bearing points. 
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